Neither an Armistice nor a Separate Peace  173
way and was bound to reach its destination. It did under
the driving power of Mr. Chamberlain and M. Paul Reynaud,
and contained a formula which took what M. Daladier had
required into account. Here it is :
" The two Governments undertake not to discuss peace
terms before reaching complete agreement on the conditions
necessary to ensure to each of them an effective and lasting
guarantee of their security.3'
Two days earlier, the capitulation of Finland had led
me to renew the expression of my view. I had written in
the Petit Parisien:
4t Why does not the Franco-British alliance assert itself at
the earliest possible moment in a solemn declaration pledging
Great Britain and France to indissoluble union for all time ? "
When, with my whole soul as Frenchman and ally, I
was working ceaselessly to hasten the conclusion of this
clear and explicit contract, I was also assuring myself
that it would sever the defeatist conspiracy at its roots,
and that, once the word was given, there would be no one
who would go back on it, still less betray it.
Assuredly I did not imagine that the very man who
was to sign it a few days after attaining power would
wriggle out of it when the moment came to honour his
signature.
At this evocation of the past, I think of Edouard
Daladier, Daladier who looked as though he were opposed
to it, but who in reality was not, and I say: " In rny
soul and conscience I am sure that, if Daladier had
remained Prime Minister, he would sooner or later have
scrawled his signature at the foot of that document of
March 28th."
That was what I formally maintained in an interview
on April 13th, at which M. Paul Reynaud was almost
resentful because I had associated the name of M. Daladier
with his in assigning the responsibility for this essential
act.
" You found it when you inherited his estate," I told